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This is in response to the "Request for Reconsideration of 
Petition Under 37 CFR 1 47(a)", filed June 24, 2002 (Certificate 
of Mailing dated June 17, 2002) . i^Liij.wLe 

The petition under 37 CFR 1.47(a) is GRANTED . 

The above-identified application was filed on August 10, 2001, 
without an executed oath or declaration. Accordingly, on 
September 28, 2001, the Initial Patent Examination Division 
mailed a Notice to File Missing Parts of Nonprovisional 
Application. This Notice set a two month period for reply. 

On January 16, 2002 applicant filed the a petition under 37 CFR 
1.47(a) and paid the surcharge for late filing of the 
declaration To make timely this reply, applicant purchased a 
one month extension of time. Rule 47 applicant's reply consisted 
?£ an ? ff i davi $ M p ?ter M. Reyes, Jr., attorney for Cargill, 
Inc. In the affidavit, attorney Reyes detailed how on two 
occasions an Assignment and Declaration/Power of Attorney were 
forwarded to inventor Nelson for his signature. In addition, the 
affidavit stated that Mr. Nelson has to date not returned the 

£u g E a ?£ able Petition under 37 CFR 1.47(a) requires: (1) proof 
that the non-signing inventor cannot be reached after diligent 
effort or refuses to sign the oath or declaration after having 
been presented with the application papers (specification, 
S^ ms '^ draw ^- ngs ' or declaration); (2) an acceptable oath or 

™S ^? tl0 V? com P llan ce with 37 CFR 1.63; (3) the petition fee; 
and (4) a statement of the last known address of the non-siqnina 
inventor. ^ ^ 
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oS e An??V a ^ ^on^S 2 P etitio ?.??s dismissed in a decision mailed 
on April 17, 2002 because petitioner was not successful in 
showing that the entire application papers had been sent 'to the 
nonsignmg inventor for his review. However, the instant 
petition included an affidavit from Reyes stating that the entire 
application papers were forwarded to nonsigning inventor Nelson 
re£eive d y eVieW ° n May 13 ' 2002 ' N ° res P on =e from N?lsSS his bSen 

SniLt^i 1 ^ 1111 has not . supplied a statement of the last known 
address of the non-signing inventors, the address listed on the 
declaration is. assumed to be the last known address Applicant 
must notify this Office if this is not the last known addresl of 
non-signing inventor Nelson. duaress or 

£5f 2^i a ^ ati 2\ fi i ed . Januar Y. 16 ' 2002 and the instant petition 
has been found to be m compliance with 37 CFR 1.47(a). 

The application is hereby accorded Rule 1.47 status . 

As provided in 31 CFR 1.47(c), this Office will forward notice of 
this application's filing to the non-signing inventor at the 
address given in the petition. Notice of tfie filiSg of this 
application will also be published in the Official Gazette 

The application file is being forwarded to the Office of Initial 
Patent Examination for completion of pre-examinatioS pJoceSsinJ? 

Telephone inquiries regarding this decision should be directed to 
Petition^ Attorney Cliff Congo at (703) 305-0272. Qireci: ea to 
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